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Boar iJ r. Tilley, 

Thanks for your yesterday's letter and the FBI records with it, They had 
all l>ecn disclosed to no in response to ny FOIA lawsuits against the fflt and 
the j^opnrtr.icnt . They arc in fact a minor fraction of what v?as di.sclosed and 
■•hat was disclosed is quite iriionpuetc. The many appeals 1 filed under FOIA 
and Fa :oro ignored. 

With. very few oi-.ooptiona none of vfac’lo no’.? come to mind the FBI's records 
relating to kg range from deliberately deceptive and misleading to outright lies, 

I did, many years ago, try to invoke the Privacy Set to get corrections filed. 

It was my undervaluing that when tills is done the agencies {gre required under 
tno law to also provide a copy a the denial or denials/ Because it was not done 
there is immunity for all the defamations you will be distributing in response 
to requests as Here was immunity for agency disclosures/®^ 

Tho PJ.U was well aware of the fact tliat I was never a Coscjunist. j[lt laiew 
who was. 2/; was also well aware of the fact that its references to me as fired 
ay the Rtat- Department because - was some JdLnd of a Communist was worse tiiat 
merely false, i’h:: State official responsible was fired for it. State (issued a 
public apology , Tho lawyers who represented no and others were a former Justice 
official wno 'mo.; mo then and was later a judge on the federal court of appeals, 
jiiurman Arnold; a former FCC commissioner who also knew me, Paul Porter; aiud 
a men later n ;jus±eo of the Supremo ^cflrt, Abe Fortas, until then a stranger to 
They all three wr ;te no praising me for my integrity and principle and stating 
win i- i-l'.oy were factors m my ^zonaration. r horeovor, tiiat matter was written 
about wit i the truth Doing told by Bert Andrews, the Washington correspondent 
of the conservative Republican paper, the; respected hew - ork "//orald Thdisuti). 
ehen andr .ws put tho series of articles he did in book for/ he wen the ‘ulitzor 
Prxy.c. This illsuti’ates what iinean by the jEdl's deliberate, its vicious dis- 
tortions and lies. is both. 
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log; ©u arc required to make xis evil, its intended evil, available to all. 

it is not possible to address, even to get all these dirty FBI records or 
the copies they dist abated tiiat can also bo disclosed with immunity. How ever J 
1 wnu.ui l:iia> to iuvok : tho rights 1 believe - have under the frivaev Act to 
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liavo tins staxemeat oi denial disclosed with'tsil those defamations tiiat vary 
in their dishonesty but mostly are intendedly dishonest and defamatory. Then 
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fjstidng tho lies and distortions will at least know that I deny thorn. 


w .at you snpt 1.10 also iuoluaps some of tho records created when Lab Agent 
•feWal ohanoyfolt proposed tJiat kaldiie FBI sue mo in hi$ name for alleged libel. 
•..'nG.i - .Loariieu avoirs z*c was alter tvp sta^rof limitations had run* because 
"tint Has a lie, M did not libel him but wrote accurately atout his Commission 
testimony, I wrote him not obly waiving the statue of limitations buf also tolling 
liin I would pay Ms filing costs id ho would sue me for libel. ids diu not 
respon;.. aid ho did not, o.-. course, file, fi/ie got Ms prewnio points and then 
decided no bo sue based on what lie and tlio .! PX know to begin with, jfhhat the 
suit would attract attention to my books, /i’hat was after the FBI approved 
Ms proposal./ 

rho fact in that I put myself under oath and made myself subject to the 
f t F Mjury to state that the FBt had provided the couurt iM my 

/o— BBpJfl o.n.. not do tliat with lawyer's pleading^ wMch were immune. She 
.•M’s response , through its Department of Justi.e lawyers, was not a response at 
air. <Jt ..as an admission tliat j/told tho truth, understated it! Sliese are its 
exact words! 

In a sense, plaintiff (l was the plaintiff) could make such claims (sic) 
ad ini ini Lim since lie is perhaps more familiar with events surrounding the in- 
vox, ligation of the sssasszaanKH President Kennedy 1 s assassination tlian anyone 
now employed by the FBI." 
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, ' !0 -' °k.L.v does this admit tliat 1 could, as I later did, attribute farther 
perjury to the FBI, without being charged myself V- without refutation even 
at i,o:.iptou, tms states, tliat -i knew more about the assassination aid its investi- 
gation than anyone working for the FBI. 

As those familiar with ny writing knoew, it is severely critical of the 
FSI , aiaongothora , and it based entirely on the official evidence. 

v!hai; Shanoyefolt did he did in secret, not to me. It is more than 30 years 
since my first book appeared and nobody about whom I was critical /. n iJt or in 
'~ 1 ” oi oubsoniwnit books has written or BhQned to complain that 3- was either 
unfair or inaccurate in wliat - wrote about Mn. Instead the FBI defamed me in 
secret chid now does with immune disclosures. 

-!.l my rciercjice to the Privacy /^ct is correct, 1 ask that you provide 
with each of those cffically-cputrivcd defamations this denial tide and " 
tlds illustation of their deliberate dishonesty. 

-o.-iy ,.y eyeing cannot bo an.;.- cotter. I'm i34 now and have many serious 
illnesses. Sincerely. 
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arold Vleisbcrg Ml/ 



